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THE GAZETTE OF INDIA : EXTRAORDINARY 


[Part III— Sec. 4] 


2.1. ^ 90 fcr 3 ajpRE & fcRf RrFT 3TRT aipKElfact/HfNlW R^t ^ Wit Jfft 

TBpt PlHlcTfad «T5 TTTpFcI JET^t JET JTTRTJT PERT RT : 


"rrr A 90 Ptr Tt arPra> foTTRT/RtemiRE ytctT rt 3rPrRETPTRA#TRR Rtff rt JEiRf rt 
cRfanpf srPFEcTH JIT JET Rid 4 TJcJE 90 ftR JE MJf^ld JHJcT fo>Rl RRFTTI M'jq, J5R JE'tft At Rld*l 
#TR3Tt £ Ayjft HM RTT^ A PlcTR, TpRT TJcJE SRI -HIHRT pTM^I rPERT 5RT 

PlScfaWRE aAr TfflTRpFE Rffa ftj fcTJ JETRf JfA JJrE R JET^t, RRTR JJRTRT fa&ncIR/RRR 
gTTT wit JET PiAr cETA 3At -RIRTcIR A RJE^ARTuft & JETRR RIFlf & RtE R TETA <k <3ETTW 
airaRFE/PrattRE A? PrPhr A rif? At 90 f^R g>t arePr PidPra anrffer jEt AIrt rje 
EiMtr' 


2.2. TRRTR JET wk JEtA !£? AAtAt A \3od« PERT PE RltlRplJEf Tift RRterfrT 3jfAfyAcT 3TRpT 

A> fcTR RtTR A 3TRRT JETRf R5TT R»tA jEt aft JpftfA> qUl'IKUI aAr PETTRT Rjft FT cEIRf % fcTR RT5TRR 
OTR 4£R JER a) I mIArTRW^M, RvFT A> _ 3FRT R5TRR WET RT ifrf aft afK aTTRlcTJE AnftAt A RRpR 
ASITWf Ax RRFW JETRR 3TtRT JEPft 3FR RrfA A ct RIT TA AI 


3. Ar<M JET 'TRjfR> TERM PEAR RRR RRpETaft wPiPiPT PUEIRl 4>) RftRTfdR ft>RT RRT RTI 

7 rtA 2000 JEt Anftft A wjte TfTRT^ cEt M «fti rf ihrtr j|Pe 3RTTcsiPftcm f & ArPir itrPet 
rAPrA JEt jrftarfcRT riA Pert rrt an, 3icr; rtt ttar ftt tttrtr jeT ^t- rPriPtjt jetA jet Pi4r Pert 

RRT a.TT I R? RTRIR ^RRI TpRlpRT PERT ERTI MilWatt ^ P.Rpf|EI TTTRT ?Pt ET RJJtE 1 4 

2000 JEt A Prfr’RR Jfft R^ I ?TT 4fa, ETH ^ JJPlcT PERT PE 29 EJR 2000 cfft AcTcE A 
90 PpT Rt RPT'E % fcf\ r EtT'T StR 3ERT JEFlf TS^t ET pTcPf 7p?T JRJd JETA ?E RR^T ^Jpfcft ERTTR A 
Jt?(p4R JERt JET PMR l^ERT RRT RTI 3TR: MTRlPld TT^JE JJEETf RRPIR JET 4t R^ aft I 


4.1. fEEMl A 3TRRT RTltPUT RWcT anr^ feRTJE 25 V^CTT^ 2000 RR gTTT Aett aRI 4 aPFl 

RTAPTR JHRTR A RJSIRJr/PERRI TlRTTt % pRJ PHfdf^R RTf JET ^3ITR feRT W\ ■ 
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[dFT III—73^ 4] 

3Rlfe 


0-60 f^T 
61 - 90 fed 
91 -180 
180 fedt fe 3Tfed 


3>t ck{hM SR A> 3RJRIR 
■v3V^ Rfedd Rvfe dT 200 wfcHHcT 
^xp|rfi RJdtfd RRfcr cfJT 250 wfctSTTcT 
diR^rfi ^HcIH Rcfe cf>T 300 ferTTRI 


4.2. fefefet A wr t % dRFt vptefe stri ritt; feftra <tjt hipt A m <m fefr Prtif^r 

cfoRcfe iR fetlR <M<b SPlfe *jcl HRAIci 4 RRTlRd fedIT ®TT 


(I) ferdcli W fe wt cJTc^ Wit fe Rdfe dd RTdd | 

(ii) ddero ^pt fan/Rgen fesiR^ wft i 

(III) dl ' dm icT dT RdR 3fR ddd fe Wt diet Wit dT WR affR dSTR fe feR ddfet dPTI 
(lv) tJcfald dSRR/feRTdT IRTR, affe 

(V) fewSctt Wdt fe JlfeRqdt I 

5 fefecjt 7 J 5 J vJM^fb JRfTTtf fcrffed Vlferblfet fet feRdlffecI ffedT ddl SIT I 'Tdfe WcT fe'fe'Wl dT dR 

fentciRacf t 


sjfcren tftar *$&> FT^ff 

(I) fefefet gRT IRdTfecT tfR Rctfe fe WTd TR ddfe' fefefd & Aptfe SffelWd fedd fed Reft 

fefe di% i TO rfr <feffe) gRi iRdifed 0-60 fed fe wh *r o-qo fed ptfe *; i 

(II) cfe 91-180 fed fet 3Tdfe fe fcR -?Jddd <eft dl 200 flfe?RT ifR 1 80 fed fe dfed 

ddfei fe feR -^idd fefa -ft 260 uferera rt wfe 1 1 

(III) ddfe gRT RRIlfed ddRR JRTRT fel d-Rp)1 <W WAdT fe ftdR feR WR Wft A 'dfe d 
d5RR RdR *R .fetid dR fet 'Ifell Re} did Sftf 4 Wit fe effe ‘fl^RR fe Rdlkl 

feci Ref) dl did d^RI 


dM) jiih difeicrd Gffe vititd dWci (vftfetMtorrt) 

(1) ffetfe) d d>^R"l PMH fel d>*)1 fe RjRR ^ITdTdld d' trpPPl d dfe dld^ d^t feR ‘’J 
-iRttlttdfe 0>l ^1 1)6 fdPPi 4>t dfe 'dl-Idltl -it) £ I 
(il) dd'I vdd'tt Mt^ ffell'JM Md’ft 4 U Id Wit '61 dlMdl <JR ^ ^ I 'fefett A TRT 

c3Fld A dfe fe fp} ffe\ T 7 RTd 6 IWHddl VR-HrH dl'ld 6 '*11 dfe{ 6l dRfe I 

(III) dr-5c3I Rdd M\' d/«n Mlfe ddd^ fed -MR Hdg- ! ■’ll-l-’Hl fel HR fed 4dl Slid) 

dfel dlfefeld ^Mdlfel <b <6R"T >UH VFITdlVIl dl «-•?! 'HHl «fe ^d'l! H ^»W Vlkfefeb 
WR1 fet d?d RRdT tdRII 
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[Part III —Sec. 4] 


(Iv) ftrfttet ft RPfeftf fftftlET ftr arg?TT? TTEftE- 3 Eft ft aPlftt E?f EH ft Tjft ET?F RE FE 
HitfteFf E)?ft E)T TTfcTT Etft ^ET *lf<?ft) "ETEft 4)4 ft> a^ftfe^l ft 3T&TET TREE? ft) at^nfe-i 
ft fefftR 3TtfftE) TTTfttFT tcF? Eft I «JPJT? Eft E?) ftr EFT ft TT*T5I ^ EE ijeETEH ET?ft EE 

3tetr rtrt Fftnr, ^ wi^ Eft arfife ftt ft i 

(V) JRETlfcIET TmltFT aft? <£E5 Eftf E1EI PlfftE> ftdft Eft EEoT ER tfftn teft ERET ft afR 
TREITfed 200 RfcmcT ft I 

(VI) cfeHTE ^T«*ft ft anft aft? Eftft ERHT 3ft?anftcFEftETHTETEftEft aplfe % fef? 
f^tcT snft WIT ft) TTETT fftcT ft Eftt fttETl ftft ftt EEITR”! ft FTEfftj ?E) RT ftt 
TJST cFTrfr ?P4 aft? fteT Tifecft TEToft ?ft I 

(Vli) ftftfef ft ftEf?ft ETcf TTcTRJRT 3ft? cZJPM ftr fftcT ft W TlfttEFTaft Eft 3FE ErFTt ft ETlft ft 
ftElft ftr fcl? ETEft E? EEfftER fcFTT ^jfKT I 

Wi¥WT ftTR Tpfoft 

(I) TRTltlcT Eft E£d 3Tf4cF ft I 4 ETEE 3ft? Tfft&Tfeftl EPS Hftf ft feFfft TJEftTER E>?ET 
3TTETEE) ft1 

(II) E5F5cTT TFT ETftlftE) EHTEET EFcft ft ft) *fET aft? EEefE^t ft TEE) fftET EfT TFT ft I RJPTT? 
ft) foT? ETTEd 3PJ<J)ckTT aft? 3FE cTTE 3llq*ilE) ft I 

(III) Eft ft artftTRT ftftfeFT 7J;?EFTft ft aft? EtFT ft ?E> TftT TTEdE ft grift P? E^EcT <T? REFIT 
WTftTEI cTTEcfi E? ?THE EETE EE 3TTERTE ERft ft fft?. fecfe ?pF ftt cRJcft ?? fen? Eft 
ft TTTEFE TlftfcR ft) RFcfRT ft) EP4 ftt 1ft)RT EflipTT I 

(Iv) ft T? ftkPT EETT? ft aft? Xefe ftt «ftft ft aft? ftfTT ^)ft T'<F?T^ HFlft dft) 3TRTT ft 

fft) RtTT R? #$ ft) Rqfft ft; JtWT Wd ft? ?n?yT TTEITcFT ft RM anft ftt I ft?TT Cjftft EFTcIT 
dftT TiFift d?ft 3IFTT fft> fftr ftM Eft aprftt arm crehct *wft qft armwcRTT Tftt ftti gfft 
ftifttrft ft PraffttT arwT? e? rfpttH mrr arMftrm zrft *tt?t 61 aft? 62 ft> 3 wj eft nftftr 
fft)RT fttcTT eft, MtH ft RTeft RTT ?ftt ftfe Eft Wlft FE ERF EFT fft)RI v 3TI ?RFETT 3^F I 
(v) Z(F TTFTEI TFcRRI RTR ft I RllftRF 3ITEn? ft) WR R? ftfftcF 3mR? T? fft^IRT tFTK TFT 

TTTdm TF?ft Tjft TPJTTcft ft 'ft FfttFlft Eft! ft, R^ET ft) Wifi aft? RlftfftcF gft Tfft 
aiTft'Ol <F? f^IT TET ft I ft?fT <F?ft EFT "cFI? B l Tftt RETTET TET ft I 

6.1. §?T RFrft T|)f ?TfEF ^grenft 1 6 ffteW? 2000 Eft fttftrnR ^ ftnM ftft?T? ft Eft eftl ?fepF 

^RTlft ft) *ft?K PlHfelf^el fftftrFT Ift)? R? '■ 

JJSlTOI RTH (ftjftf^f) 

(I) m TTFcTKT ^TET: REFT ft fttR EFT E)?ft ft) fcT? ft | 

(II) ft?ftfelET JFRTTE ft, RFTWf ^ET?T 3TfefftqT Eft ETT?T 61 ft) ^TfttT ftr TFift ft ?vfR Eft 0-90 

fer ft eft E??ft) 0-60 fer e>? fen w ft i f?t twt fta aifn? we 60 fe? ftr tteitet 

EF nrft ftR ?TEkTT ft I 

(Ili) FT ftftTT TJcET fftftfelET ftv3l?«T ^ET fti tcT? 70 ftE^E? aft? ijfft ^ fecFTO ft) feR 40 EEft? 

EFlft ?t4 e>? ?ft ft I 



[MTH III—4] 


MTO 

(Iv) cTWT 40 fllcWcT 33ftf 90 ftd ?ft 3fte TP Tf3>cTT ftI 

(v) phitt ter st) $ tift ft jziiw Ti?TteH3Rft 33 t\ 3 % pnft w tern ptt ftta, 

33 ? urnm anftft ; ^ ciftcT 3ftf w tt<j> 6 ti 

(Vl) (35) ter «ft3> (3c3>) 33*ft 3ft 'ftPTTOT' TjfcfclT JTFcf pftftt cFjfffc arf^RJffT ftfftftt ft» 3PH 
Tftfttl 

(TS) 311^13? <Ut3> (ft<h 3c3>) chi'll ft> 3TT3 TT$3 <)dl ft 3>fP7 ufflldd ftft cfTcTI iR 
dT6T ftl pTtfrTT, pft ftTfPTd, fftwft affT qgftsrft 3>Tftt Weft ft ; aftT 
dFT6 3pd QWftl Wft) ft I ftft HlH<ft ft fftc13 Kjdh d'ldl £ I 
(3) WTOtH ^TTFT 3jfafftTJ3 3ft tJTTT 61 -62 ft>3d '3I313Tf>6' 333) ft? fc13 3ft) 31% 
'3rte3fft6' 333 ) ft? f?rr ft) ft i 

( 6 ) P3TTT JTTTTra %3cT 60 fed ft Site 333) Taft & fcT3 ftI tftd3 TJdh ft effe 
3Jl^T3> 3ft) ftl 

C5) arOTTf 1998 33 trfftrS ftft ^ 3>rft ft? artftrM 33 fftw iw I ft qfftftuffrft) arft) 
ft)3ftt^ftl3ftt3rfttftt'lft? 333ft ft 3flT 56fc3> 5T1 OIWH ft TtftteH 3Rft 
3ft 3ftft 3113*3333 3ft) ftl 

(3) 3PPF6 1999 & ft ftftn 60 fftd eft I §TTft? 3*316, TTOlfftcpd arfSTOP^ ft? 

fftpj TTlf^T ft? T3T ft 3T ft) dift) ft I P3 3PT363 RJFff aifatel 3ft 6 TTT 60 
aftr 61 ft? afftto 3?rfai3 3?rft ft? wh 3T aw ft)w3ft ft? arjter ft sft 
alftmiffth WT ftdl TJlpft ft 1 

WtTOI ftftTT PJW5 WZvS TJv^f Tta 

(I) 363 gTTT RTTTlfftd €(R ^3 ft? WH 3T <£331 #T Teft«1 *Tl)ftd 3?S aft? 3ft 3?3 3?ft I 

(il) fa3?63ci) 3ft 363) 3ft 3ft ft c(d3T 3ft I dT3d ft fft?ft) 333T 3ft qfft 3?rft ft 3131316 

fftftfttf ft dTWl 

(III) fftchfftt ft oft 333 ftft 3>TC3ft 3ft HIH ft T^T 3fT^ I 

(Iv) 3 tT3 ft 3T3 ^ 3ft 1 1 

(v) TfSITIcf TK33T ft £3ft ft TTIcT ^3lft ftl fcTT TfttSFlft ft 3?ft) cR ft ft I PTfft 

ftt fft33ftt ft ftft ft Tft ft I ipRTTf TR35T? ^3T 3flT ftt31313 3rlftt 33 ffthTfl 3R3T TUpftt 
ft I ft ftiftft ft) ftft BftF3T 3Tpft ftl Rifely fft ftft 3T H1FT ftll pftll I 

ftrtvai wr *ra (ftrftq w po 

(I) '1ft:-^3T ter 3ft fft? 3T ftl 

(II) TrfcTPpft ^ 3rrft ft ft I pft 337ft 33 M ft 333HT3 ft) TFT ft I 

(III) arifftcp ftrte ftfth 3ft) ft 1 3ftft ftt ww dr^m 3>t tri? 3T 3ftl <r Tn^n 1 
ftterftt 3ft anw TlftftR R ftft ft3T ?nfft^i 

(iv) 33T ftrte arftt arftftm ft ? w ^3? ttrj 63? pftten 3ftf 3ft di T3Rft ? 

(V) 313131^6 333) 3ft fttdlft) 9 3ft 3?6T6 3ft 3ft eft I 3fc 3P IWld :¥6T7dt R 3ft dTT ft) 

3?T 3ftft #5 3ftf ft)ft) ; 3Tf ft cf% 3ft ft) 3TF3?33 h 3 3fft 3#ft)| 
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nftfhrm toto 3ifa sto 

(!) pmft w ji^ wpt 11 ft?) aft? tot m iFFerra fti 

(ii) toftiftfti 

(ill) pto to ^nft eft) «rpj to ftftftiPMamai'RaiTftomtTftR wit 

ftR 'fito I Wfcl®bl ft?T HlMcTT ?T??f MW I ‘WMl Wfft<i I fttofto <ftt KfR ft ^SW (£ft£|l 

5*f iRm? ft?) toRT ctI 

(lv) ft Pet yplZ ’MTF - eft ; 3W jft ’toft’ Wft ft?T JRdlft ft I <fftftl 'Ml?" ft) RJT WJ | 

(v) mp wwt tot ft to to tom ft?fttftt ft?) wimr wft to) ft 1 

(vi) 5 fr arftom to mm 60-61 ft 60 tor to to ‘ar«sraid'd wit 1 ft? fto: ft. to) ft? fito 

ftfttfl 5 Jjftolct ft mftFR to ft? fcTTT 95 nfcTTRT eft toto to ftol W( ? 

(vii) jw to o-QO to to toto i 

(viii) ftwr to to 1996 to trafeft eft ft) ww ft tot wr m*r toto ft?r apjftto ton ftm 

mi 

(lx) tom ft, totem ft> irmrcT ft mm wnm m tom wit ft? ftofftsr Htof eft «rw ft 
wit wj i toftm ft toft? (fteft?) wit eft artewwai ft) wf) ft i 

6.2. ft^fp ft? tow ft>to ft (i) 15 ftom? 2000 eft wfi fftto (ii) toiw ftsR<n jtmr to 
wtom ftowr hmr (Hi) tow to jRmto ttsrr iwr ; to, (iv) 14 MRto 2000 to torm 

Weft eft Wit tofcl (ft <T?lfft cJTcTr fftTR'ft JTCxJcT toft ®JT I 

7. pm Mrto ft! wtot ft? tow \ r w ft) -nft mk Tsjmn ft? mto ft fftwfctfto fftto nw to 
ft • 

(i) ftto to to mto ft? tor wit ftmmn eft ai^to to ft anto (i) wh to 
(ii) mtwttw to ; to, (ill) tom to l wnm to ft? to 1 tom yjw torn arwR 
<R feWT « ft ft fft ?Jcft? arto ft ftftto ft? ww to) W?ITP ft? tow ft' ajlRR ftR 

ft? 400 torn? mwr ft 1 to ttw, wnw twr ft to mm? ft arito m arwR 

ftR ft?T 400 irftol eTft> if? mftnTT ft I 

tom to ft? anto ■*wtw ft? to amm ?r to) towwfttotompft arto? 
'MSRR ft? to 50 fttocT 7W? Mq? TTeWT ft I 

(II) MrW ft ft^ W wft ft? to?7 ft town to m M^7W ITMR ft tolto ef)T MRTW fft?m 
ft I WWW <w MWWRR to ft? 3fto toft ?ml?W WT TRWcf fRcR to^R to tofT 
WJT fcf? rWMM flfJN 3fR 3Tcltftftt cf?T WW ftftTR ft Wit wt aitowfftrf T^ft ft? feRJ 
tow ftow? \wm ft) hm ft 1 

(ill) ?wtoto ft fft? ft?ft)ft) ft towto gM arttow fftlto eft hjr ft tw anift 
ijftto iRWe.[ ft toftw ton m 1 ttr ft zz ftt ?jctor ton ft fft? tot m tow wft 
wj ft? tom totoft toft, wi ww«wi, tot to, anfft tr fftejR tom m, atoj 
awft totfttT? irwTeT toR to ww ftotot to) ft to to toto r ft) ftto 
tom m 1 pw rw gRT ftmr tow fftcRR ftto) wit ft? arm fft w to to) ft 

mwim rmito tom ft? w ft ft?toRa( affc totfttan^ &rt afttom aiRm?T ft?) 


efw ef?WT ft I 
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(lv) T TTr p r gRT Wit ft-5l?U| ft fcT? fft?Tft m W g>T 3TT«te^ TTfttrFT gRT fft? TJ 1 J anftR % 

3TWR *R fft?JT V5TT?TT ft1 flctHH <Rt ft HFT ft ?TF fftf^ ft fft fft?Tft F? fcR R( ^jpjf ^ 
tftftt ftt 3 wt$%<t aftferuFR ft fcrj wf^r & ft fft?Tft eft ^tt fwn efrtt fVtti 
JRT ft ETF ’ft fftf3«ci ft fft ETTeTTRcT HfttTcF ft' ftlc^ fftcfft R 3ll«ifccl WFT TaTcft cFRIT 
ftftn, ft?TT ^ cF?ft R $ft 3JTTljft^?T ft5T?R ’THT FTTRTTI 

ftftftft % zncTRJTtT ITftTEF ft 31 3HTRT 98 gft RF ftftRT Erfift EF?ft $$ ftt ?jftRT fft?4T pjt 

fft Tjfft wr 60 fftr ft arfacF R3T w an eft fftRizn/nrsFiRR Trftf r arrafer ’jfft ft. 

ftftftfaROf R fttft fcjRR fftiJT FfTRTTI 

ftfttftt ft 60 fftr ft arffftF fftw ?raf ft 3T?fcr anftfecr ftat eft ^ftftftfRR n <jRft ft 
fftftn ft nftRR 60 fftr ft arfjEF wit eft 'h^rr aunfe^T Ft rtw i aft?, Fft ft ttft ft 
nftnFr viw-r ft arjw?, arinfftEpei arfftuFR ire tft?iiii erger fftm fitrii i 

ftfttftt EFT n? TReTR gft ft WT ft FR^tF f&jfft ftt aflMOlRcF »HTft ft feR ft I ftfttftt ft 
3T1RR F? ft fttft Ejfft EFRt EFT TFRTR ^ftt ffttJT ft I ftftt fft-lfcT ft. fttfttfttanft ftt EjIftcT ftt 
rtf ft fftr ft «Rcrft aft? Fft ft arfftEF Effft ftftft atmRift fttcF -iftt ft i 

(v) ftftftt ft anft^r arafft eft fftftw wft tft fftFen ft i ttf ftftt arftft r fftftt ftt ^fftniR 
ftfttT eFF ft?F RTTT ?TEFETT ft I W ft RRRftt? aft? HtfIMvH RTTCT aTftrfftRT ftt ETRT 61 
aft? 62 ft aftftr EjRiftf ftt cpftt w ftfaT 60 fftr fftftfftT ftt ft i rh ??t 

araffef ft RFRT cFlft ftt fttcTTftt TTTRT EF? ReFeTT ft I RTfft ?JF JTRTR 60 fft-T ?t aftt?F 

RTRRftleT ftSK^I ftt ^RR^fdftt ftt KJFT ft R^ft ft fftl*>• SFiraT Mill ft, aft?, ftft ft Cll^cfj 
ftt ftRIEFF Wit ftt fttft fftcFRft ftt atfftftfftr 3fcf??T cpftftl ?R ftftftCT ftt nftFiR 
R3ft ilF JR?Tlcr apjftttftcT ffttn RT TTWf ft I 


(Vi) cRt ft ETFT ft cZJTW ftfttEFT ft R-TFT R? gft ft anfftcF ftfttERT ft ftft? ft fttfttfttafft'aft? 

ftftftRRT? ftt anftftftt tftRRfttn ft I cZITMcF ftftttR CFT JRfTTcT W ftt SIR ft ftfttERT ft 
FRU Wm cFT 3TTWR EFRt EFT afcRR fteTT ft aft? RTWt ft fftaft?UT ft aifclcZ||Rr eft ftt 
ft<FeTl ft I 

ETF TTTf£raRR MR^fclft ft «RcTTET ailq5ft|cF fttft ft cFRR aiiRlch TrsfftRTt ft TRcTR eft ftt 

arjnfcT ftn ft I R?g hf ftsRT fW tft tt^ef RTftR ft efrr w ft rr?^ ft 

Effft n Ft I nft aft? ?Tcft ftt qtftftfTcT «FTTft ft fftr? fftftfteT afcRlftt tf? RnffeTT EF?R 

armrocF ft i 5ft ^^tft ft m ef? ??t wteraRR ft ftt irjcef TrftttFT ft fftrr H-cnftq- rf 

fftaftfftT tftiTT ft I 

ftfttftt gT?T fft^i rpr arifftcF ?mtarftt ft nwift Eft wit «raftt fit ?ftt ft 1 ^eft^fttn ft tft 
ftftftt ftt tft?EF? arffefEFTTT ??ftt hisimthU ft anrftt Fft ft npr ft ftt mfftp?ur ^rttcr 
1997 ft vRfft ft - ?tftt _ 
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Efjt anr^ H#tf # «EfaR wvic^l wffttR/^terr & fatj 
anw H'Kijcj H'kjd ch'i^ ^7 IcH^ WT HR 1 1 cllctwlcw Midici cfr fcR 57T EFTTzjr ^7 tjjj 
<77T 5cE 7TR Zjft aJTcWJWT H^f t. ^ftf^ RTW fcRR-fcR^ Wt $\ rfftjRT »IPE* 
^ f?t 3 )MH |4 R <|f) % 3 jfa d' 4 l d«if£lcl MtH'I cf>t a(R ^ iRT% fcR Mill'd fib^ vjTT 

^tl 

8. qf^lIHRWI, vTrJr d^ afR HHTT fcRTC-fontf & 3TTHR HT U? JTrfoRJRUT HR O' : aPEft ctf % 

hr $ afHRf-i 3 wt/fjRror jrr! apj*jcft 3 PiHfafed tRi^r hr^ & <fcrM & whir rt 


apJHtHH HRdl t '■ 





(*P) 

tfrsr 





3iftra?uT arcfcr 

9Rlfil10 q»Wte<t 3IW1 |WT ni|$ HR 




0>chI kllC 

U<W>I tcife 

fad afR 






cjTTlfl dl<A 



<f«RT 

afa sth? %) 

(ifrjfe <J7T 3fR TSRTf <J7T) 





W* 




0-60 ft'] 

35.00 

60.00 

70.00 


(79) 

61 -90 fcR 

70.00 

120.00 

140.00 



91 180 fed 

87.50 

150.00 

175.00 



180 fen t) arfcps 

105.00 

180.00 

210.00 

(O) 

*fc £t? iter 





^ 3Rft 

SY dfctlO 3HIRT 5H7R dM HR 






wm Hcf 




(wD 




(7J7) 

0-60 ftH 

150.00 


130.00 


(®) 

61-90 fed 

300.00 


260.00 


PI) 

91-1 80 fed 

375.00 


325.00 


fa) 

180 fed arffepp 

450,00 


390.00 


rffoffw & sq)vh $ 3Pjfy tiff wort sit? gi? zfcrt frsi $ wpif off 
ZKlftf lvt M7H 4 7<y JP7 rff W^ff / 


9. tJTt m^\ Rfli $7 HR ^ dRJHR 04^ TRflER TTTftcT HR^ HH f^TT t^HI WT t I 


TR- TTCHH, 3TR87 
[fH?HR~III/IV/143/3RTo/2000] 
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TARIFF AUTHORITY FOR MAJOR PORTS 
NOTIFICATION 
New Delhi, the 29th January, 2001 

No. TAMP/76/99-KPT. —In exercise of the powers conferred by Sections 48 and 49 of the 
Major Port Trusts Act, 1963 (38 of 1963), the Tariff Authority for Major Ports hereby amends the 
Scale of Rates of the Kandla Port Trust relating to levy of storagc/rental charges on cargoes lying inside 
the port for more than 60 days, as in the Order appended hereto. 

SCHEDULE 

Case No. TAMP/76/99-KPT 

The Kandla Port Trust (KPT) ... Applicant 

(Passed on this 5th day of January 2001) 

The Kandla Port Trust (KPT) had Initially submitted a proposal in September 100© 
about fixing demurrage charges on cargoes lying inside the port on rental or warehousing terms for 
more than 90 days. 

2.1. The KPT then proposed to include the following clause relating to uncleared / 
unshipped cargo lying inside the port for more than 90 days: 

" Demurrage charges at the highest rate prevailing will be levied after 90 days on 
uncleared / unshipped cargoes lying on rental / warehousing terms in the Port for 
more than 90 days. However, the 90 days period will be extended to the extent of 
the delayed period wherever the delay is beyond the control of importer / exporter 
like delay in getting clearance from the PHO, non release of cargoes by the 
Customs for analytical & chemical tests other than ordinary process of 
appraisement, detention of cargoes by Directorate Revenue Intelligence / Port and 
cargoes not released due to litigation in the Court of Law.” 

2.2. Supporting the proposal, the KPT had mentioned that the shippers had a tendency 
to store their cargo inside the port for Indefinite period, since storage charges for cargo on 
warehousing and rental terms were very low. As a result, there was a congestion for storage 
accommodation inside the port and some importers were diverting their cargo to some other ports 
due to non availability of adequate storage area at the KPT. 

3. The above proposal of the KPT was circulated to various representative bodies of 

port users. A joint heanng was held on 7 March 2000 at the KPT. Since the proposal was 
inadvertently not circulated to some of the concerned user agencies, it was then decided to re¬ 
circulate the proposal. The proposal was again circulated. Comments were received from the 
users and another joint hearing was fixed on 14 July 2000 at the KPT. In the meanwhile, the port 
intimated that In the Board meeting held on 29 June 2000 It was decided to revise Its earlier 
proposal to levy demurrage on cargo lying inside the port area for more than 90 days. The 
proposed joint hearing was, therefore, postponed. 

4.1. The KPT sent its revised proposal vide its letter dated 25 July 2000. In its revised 

proposal the KPT suggested the following rates for storage/rental charges: 


Period 

Rate 

0-60 days 

As per existing rate of lowest slab 

61-90 days 

200% of above lowest slab 

91 -180 days 

250% of above lowest slab 

Beyond 180 days 

300% of above lowest slab 


4.2. The KPT stated that it had revised its original proposal bearing in mind various 

difficulties expressed by the users and after taking into consideration the following factors: 

(i). The dwell time of cargoes moving through the Kandla Port. 


(ii). The covered / open storage accommodation available. 
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(iii) . The level of traffic and the types of cargoes moving through the Port and their 

demand for storage area. 

(iv) . The existing storage / rental charge, and 

(v) . The competition from nearby ports. 


5. The above proposal of the KPT was circulated to various users. The comments 

received from them are summarised below. 


Kandla custom House Agents’ Association (KCHAA) 

(i) . There shall be a maximum of only three slabs under the heading ‘period* instead 

of four slabs as proposed by the KPT. The first period may be 0 - 90 days instead 
of 0 - 60 days as proposed by the KPT. 

(ii) . The rates can be 200% of the lowest slab for the period from 91 - 180 days and 

250% of the lowest slab for the periods beyond 180 days. 

(iii) . The schedule of the storage charges proposed by them would not add too much 

burden on cargoes moving into and out of Kandla towards storage charges but at 
the same time act as a sufficient deterrent against long storage of cargoes within 
the port area. 

The Oandhldh am Chamber of Commerce and industry (QCCi) 

(i). The KPT has not given any statistics for diversion of traffic an account of shortfall 
of storage space and the GCCI also does not have any knowledge of such 
diversion. 

(il). The KPT is presently facing competition from Adani and Plpavav Ports. Any 
increase in service cost will result in increase of economical handling cost at 
Kandla Port 

(iii) . The port users at Kandla port will have to honour certain additional cost as 

compared to other ports, an account of statutory obligations like dock safety, dock 
labour board and collective bargaining power of the trade unions. 

(iv) . The KPT has not chosen to go for general revision of its Scale of Rates every 3 

years in accordance to the guidelines. Instead various piecemeal revision have 
been undertaken either with the approval of the Board of Trustees or with the 
approval of the Government The trade will not get an opportunity to evaluate 
overall increase in the Scale of Rates if this premature increase is permitted. 

(v) . The proposed revision is nothing but change from the monthly pattern to day 

pattern and the increase proposed is 200%. 

(vi) . It will not be in the overall interest of the KPT to embark on any further increase in 

the existing provisions and to continue the system at least for a further period of 
one year. There are instances that one or two dry cargo berths and oil jetty 
remained un-occupied. 

(vii) . In the interest of trade and traffic passing through the KPT. the matter may be 

reconsidered to prevent port users to move to other ports. 

The Kandla Port Steamship Agents' Association (KPSAA) 

(i). The revised rates are too steep. The reasons and circumstances warranting 
revision are not clear. 

(il). The traditional traffic of Kandla Is already being diverted to Mundra and Navlakhi. 
The trade is looking at the congeniality and other benefits. 


mtot wra ; arorcrm 
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(iii). Piecemeal revision of rates is an irritant and a port which is a service organisation 
should avoid this at any cost. In order to assess the overall impact in costs, levy 
of demurrage should be dealt along with a proposal for general revision of rates. 


(iv). The KPT has built new godowns and also open plots and there has been no 
instances that the smooth operations of the port suffered due to space congestion. 
No case has been made out that the KPT is in urgent need to augment its income. 
Had the KPT exercised the provision of Section 61 and 62 of the MPT Act on a 
regular basis, congestion arising in the port could have very well been mitigated. 


(v). The proposal is unrealistic and certain very vital and pertinent issues have 
unfortunately been lost sight of the change in the system of proposing rental 
charges on a day to day basis instead of on monthly basis which is not 
acceptable. The reason for doing so is not informed. 

6.1, A joint hearing in this case was held on 16 September 2000 at the KPT premises 

in Gandhidham. During the joint hearing following submissions were made: 


The Kandlfl Port Trust (KPT) 


(i). The proposal is mainly to reduce congestion in the Port 

(li). In the revised proposal, the slab is reduced from 0-90 days to 0-60 days with 

reference to the provision in Section 61 of the MPT Act According to this 
provision, the port can sell the cargo after 60 days. 

(iii). We are spending Rs.40 crores to develop 70 hectares of land more for custom 
bonded storage area. 


(iv). 

Nearly 40% of the cargo remains for more than 90 days. 

(v). 

We take note of the idea about comprehensive revision of Scale of Rates. But, it 
will take time. In the meanwhile, some proposals will come up; they cannot be 
held back. 

(Vi). 

(a). 

Only bulk cargo gets the ‘rental’ facility, because the custody remains with 
the consignee. 


(b). 

In break-bulk cargo the port gives a receipt and becomes bailee. So, we 
have to exercise care, watch and ward, etc.; and, therefore, the cost has 
to be more. In such case there is demurrage. 


(c). 

Sections 61 - 62 of the MPT Act are not only for ‘unclaimed’ but for 
’uncleared’ cargo also. 


(d). 

Our proposal is only for cargo lying beyond 60 days. The increase in 
demurrage is not steep. 


(e). 

The August 1998 circular was a part of de-congestion drive. Those 
circumstances still continue. Congestion is still there and, therefore, there 
is no need to revise the system. 


(f). 

In the August 1998 circular, the limit was 60 days. Thereafter, double the 
rate as penalty for unauthorised occupation. We want to formalise now 
with the TAMP approval instead of taking action under Sections 60 and 61 
of the MPT Act. 


The Kandla Custom House Agents' Association (KCHAA) 

(i). Please introduce three slabs and not four as proposed by the Port and reduce the 
rates. 


t3<T2 1 </>i - “g 
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(li). Compare rates with nearby new Ports. Any increase in cost will divert the tratfio. 

(iii) . Take into account the factors like time taken for clearance. 

(iv) . There is no congestion now in the Port. 

(v) . Gujarat Government has reduced the maximum permissible load to be carried by 

trucks. This also delays the clearance. Gujarat Government wants to develop 
Mundra and Pipavav Ports. They want to crush KPT. So we must anticipate 
delays. 

(vi) . The KPT is the only Port giving storage area both to importers and exporters on 

rental terms and not demurrage terms. 


The Kandla Port Steamship Agents’ Association (KP.SAA) 

(i) . ‘Free days’ are not given. 

(ii) . There is competition from minor Ports. We are fast losing cargo. 

(iii) . Piecemeal revision is bad. One cannot appreciate the overall cost position. The 

TAMP should insist on comprehensive revision. 

(iv) . Is this revision required now at all? Can it not wait for sometime? 

(v) . Auction of unclaimed cargo was held after 0 years. If it is held at regular Intervals, 

there will be no congestion; there will be no need to raise rates. 


Qandhldham Chamber of Commerce and Industry (QCC|) 

(i) . We have plenty of space. There is a proposal to increase the area further. Where 

is the congestion? 

(ii) . This is not a main source of revenue. 

(in). Our concern should be to retain the cargo. We should not raise rates now and 
further drive away cargo. Let it not be seen as a prestige issue. In view of the 
competition please withdraw this proposal. 

(iv). Earlier the unit was ‘month’; it is proposed to be ‘days’ now. Please retain 
‘month’. 


(v) . It is not correct to say that users treat KPT as the storage space. 

(vi) . The 60 days limit in Section 60 - 61 of the Act is for 'unclaimed cargo’ and not for 

all. Why penalise 95% for the sake of dealing with 5%. 

(vii) . The first slab should be 0 - 90 days. 

(viii). Please take into account the Board discussions held in 1996 when revision was 
approved. 


(ix). In future, revision proposals should take into account differential impact of different 
cargo on Port revenue. Today bulk cargo gets a preferential treatment. 

6.2. During the joint hearing, the KPT submitted statements showing (i) cargo position 

as on 15 September 2000 (ii) existing storage charges and proposed rental charges (iii) present 
and proposed storage charges; and, (iv) the cargo position of rental plot as on 14 September 
2000 . 
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7. With reference to the totality of information collected during the proceedings of this 

case, the following position emerges: 

(i) . The KPT allows storage of cargo on three different sets of terms and conditions 

viz (i) Transit terms; (ii) Warehousing terms; and, (iii) Rental terms. Under transit 
terms, demurrage is levied on a slab basis which goes upto 400% of the base rate 
from the 4th week of storage after expiry of the free period. Likewise, the 
warehousing charges also go upto 400% of the base rate beyond the 0th week. 

Under rental terms, the base rate is for storage upto first three months which goes 
up by 50% for storage beyond three months. 

(ii) . The Port has proposed amendments to the storage charges on rental terms with 

the objective of reducing congestion. No revision has been proposed under transit 
and warehousing terms, perhaps, due to the realisation that the existing charges 
and slab of periods may act as sufficient deterrent against keeping the cargo 
uncleared from port premises. 

(iii) . It is noteworthy that the KPT has revised its earlier proposal, bearing in mind 

vanous difficulties expressed by the users. The port has also mentioned that it 
has considered not only the various statistical details of dwell time, space 
availability, future demand, etc., but also the competition it faces from nearby 
ports, while formulating its revised proposal. This categoric statement made by 
the Port adequately allays the apprehension expressed by the KPSAA and GCCI 
about possible diversion of KPT traffic to other nearby minor ports. 

Ov). The rental space for storage of cargo is allotted by the Port based on an 
application made by the user. The existing Scale of Rates stipulates that any 
unauthorised occupation of rented spaces shall be liable for payment of double 
the rent, as penalty. There is also a further stipulation that the space allotted shall 
be vacated on receipt of notice to the effect from the Traffic Manager failing which 
it will be treated as unauthorised storage. 

The Traffic Manager of the KPT had issued a circular in 31 August 98 informing 
the Trade that no renewal of land allotted on rental / warehousing terms would be 
considered, if the stay was more than 60 days. 

In view of the KPT decision of not renewing allotment of areas under rental terms 
beyond 60 days, storage of cargo beyond 60 days becomes unauthorised. And, 
as per the existing provision in the Scale of Rates, double the rent is to be levied 
for unauthorised occupation. 

The proposal of the KPT is to formalise the above position in the Scale of Rates. 
The KPT has not proposed any increase in the base rate. That being so, the 
GCCI objections about change of unit from month to days and steep increase in 
rates are not correct. 

(v) . The option of fixing the period of allotment is with the KPT. It can restrict such 

period to any reasonable limit. Citing the congestion at the port and the provisions 
under Section 61 and 62 of the MPT Act, the Port has fixed such time limit as 60 
days. Beyond this time limit, the Port can proceed to auction the cargo. This 
proposal has, however, been made to take care of circumstances warranting 
storage beyond 60 days; and, in such an eventuality the penal rates must induce 
speedy clearance of cargo. Viewed from this perspective, the proposal deserves 
to be approved. 

(vi) . The objections of the GCCI and KPSAA about piecemeal revision of rates instead 

of a comprehensive review of Scale of Rates merit consideration. A 
comprehensive revision proposal gives an opportunity to assess the total impact 
of the revision at one go and also forecloses opportunities of overlap of allocation 
of costs. This Authority allows piecemeal proposals also, as warranted by 
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changes in circumstances. It is to be recognised that tariff revision does not 
necessarily end in tariff increase. Such a review at regular intervals needs to be 
undertaken to rationalise the rates and conditionalities. Bearing this mind this 
Authority has also prescribed a two-year cycle of tariff revision. 

The incidence of proposals for piaoemeal revision made by the KPT is on the rise. 
It is noteworthy that almost all major ports, except the KPT have proposed 
comprehensive reviews of their Scale of Rates by this Authority since its creation 
in April 1997. 

In this backdrop, the KPT is advised to come up with a comprehensive proposal 
for revision / review of the existing tariffs within next four months. The instant 
proposal need not wait for completion of such an exercise, since an elaborate 
consultation process has already been followed and considerable efforts from all 
concerned have been invested into it. 

8. In the result, and for the reasons given above, and based on a collective 

application of mind, this Authority approves the proposal of the KPT for the following amendments 
to Scale ‘G’: Schedule of Storage / Rental charges in Chapter I of its Scale of Rates: 

A). Open areas: 


Period of occupation 

Rate per 1 

D sq. mtr. or part thereof 


Kutchha plots 

(uncemented A 

unatphaMed) 

Re. 

Pucca plot* 

(cemented A 

asphalted) 

Re. 

Bln* end 

raised plinth 
Re. 

a). 

0-60 days 

35.00 

60^x5 

70.66 

bi. 

61"- 90 days 

70.00 

120.00 

140.00 

c . 

91 - 180 days 

S730 

150.00 

175.00 

d). 

Beyond 180 days. 

165.00 

180.00 

210.00 


B). Covered areas: 


Period of occupation 

Rtfs per 10 *q. 

mtr or part thereof 


Ground Floor 

Plr*t Floor 


(Re.) 

<R».) 

IF 

0 - 60 days 

150.00 

130.00 

JL 

61-90 days 

300.00 

260.66 

c). 

91 -180 days 

375.66 

325.60 

JL 

Beyond 180 days. 

450.00 

390.00 


Wore: Parted for the purpose of calculation shall be counted taking into account 
the period of stay of the cargo, both for open and covered areas. 


0. The KPT is directed to inolude the above amendments accordingly in its 

Scale of Rates. 


S SATHYAM, Chairman 
[ADVT -III/IV/143/Extv /20001 
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